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National Party: puts 
Britons first! 



THE NATIONAL PARTY 
AND THE LABOUR PARTY 
BOTH HELD MARCHES 
THROUGH LONDON LAST 
NOVEMBER. THE CON¬ 
TRAST BETWEEN THEM 
WAS A GRAPHIC ILLUS¬ 
TRATION OF THE CHOICE 
FACING BRITAIN. 

The National Party march 


Labour: the party 
for Immigrants 






















National Party: puts 
Britons first! 



THE NATIONAL PARTY 
AND THE LABOUR PARTY 
BOTH HELD MARCHES 
THROUGH LONDON LAST 
NOVEMBER. THE CON¬ 
TRAST BETWEEN THEM 
WAS A GRAPHIC ILLUS¬ 
TRATION OF THE CHOICE 
FACING BRITAIN. 

The National Party march 
was held on Remembrance 
Sunday when a thousand 
patriotic White Britons paid 
homage to the memory of our 
war dead, whose sacrifice has 
been betrayed by the squalid 
self-seeking politicians of the 
‘old gang’ parties. 

National Party members 
take pride in themselves and in 
their country, and have a 
healthy love and respect for 
our own Nation and Race. 

Labour pampers 
Immigrants 

The Labour Party demonstration 
held a week later was the complete 
opposite. It was in fact part of 
Labour’s anti-Racialism campaign, 
which is aimed directly at trying to 
undermine the growing support for 
the British Nationalist cause. 

This support is growing as more 
and more British working people 
see that the Labour Party is neglec¬ 
ting them, while pampering the 
Coloured Immigrant newcomers. 

The Labour Party parade was led 
by prominent Labour politicians 
including Wedgewood Benn, Barbara 

Castle, Michael Foot, Merlyn Rees 
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been betrayed by the squalid 
self-seeking politicians of the 
‘old gang’ parties. 

National Party members 
take pride in themselves and in 
their country, and have a 
healthy love and respect for 
our own Nation and Race. 

Labour pampers 
Immigrants 

The Labour Party demonstration 
held a week later was the complete 
opposite. It was in fact part of 
Labour’s anti-Racialism campaign, 
which is aimed directly at trying to 
undermine the growing support for 
the British Nationalist cause. 

This support is growing as more 
and more British working people 
see that the Labour Party is neglec¬ 
ting them, while pampering the 
Coloured Immigrant newcomers. 

The Labour Party parade was led 
by prominent Labour politicians 
including Wedgewood Benn, Barbara 
Castle, Michael Foot, Merlyn Rees 
and Sydney Bidwell, and was sup¬ 
ported by a rag-bag collection of 
racial aliens. Communists and 
Zionists. 

The choice facing 
Britain 

This sorry looking mishmash was 
typical of the garbage that infests 
and surrounds the Labour Party. 
TJie only White Britons that Labour 
still has are traitors who hate our 
own People, and sneer at our own 
past history and achievements. 

The choice facing Britain is 
between national survival and 
national destruction. Is this country 
to be run by and for Britons, or is it 
to degenerate into a multiracial 
slagheap? 

NOW LABOUR IS THE PARTY 
FOR THE IMMIGRANTS, 
BRITISH WORKING PEOPLE 
MUST TURN TO THE NATIONAL 
PARTY IF THEY WANT TO GET 
THEIR COUNTRY BACK! 
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Many aspects of immigration are, to say the least, distasteful to 
the British population. Our anger, however, should not be directed 
towards Immigrants but to the politicians who allowed or encouraged 
the problem. Race hatred is counter-productive and no sympathy 
can be extended to those who incite it. 


Devolution 

THE Government’s latest plans for Scottish and Welsh 
devolution are a political gimmick desperately clutched by 
the Labour Party in the hope of stemming their loss of 
votes in these traditional Labour areas. 

Labour’s plans have nothing to do with giving people 
real control over their own affairs. Assemblies for the 
whole of Scotland and the whole of Wales would merely 
create yet another bureaucratic layer of government, 
without being any more responsive to the needs of local 
communities. The Shetlands are as far from Edinburgh as 
Edinburgh is from London. 

Labour’s devolution plans are a capitulation to the myths 
of Scots and Welsh ‘Nationalism’ which have been 
artificially inculcated in the schools through the teaching 
of ‘Scots’ and ‘Welsh’ history rather than ‘British’ history, 
just as it has been in Ireland. 

The idea of ‘Scotland’ claimed as a separate ‘Nation’ by 
the Scottish National Party is an historical anachronism. 
Because a certain geographical area once happened to form 
a mediaeval state, does not make it a ‘Nation’ several 
hundred years later. There is no such thing as a ‘Wessex 
Nation’, nor is there a ‘Mercian Nation’. 

When such are the criteria for ‘nationhood’, just where 
will it all end? The Orkneys and Shetlands are already 
talking about seceding from an independent Scotland. The 
cry will no longer be “Scotland’s oil” but “Shetlands’ oil”! 

Britain is not alone in facing the threat of ‘Balkanisation’. 
All over Europe established Nation-States are being under- 
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CRIME AND PERSONALITY 

Dear Editor, 

Section 3 of the National Party’s 
Statement of Principles states that 
the “escalation of all types of vio¬ 
lent and anti-social crime is entirely 
due to the softness with which the 
vandal, thug, terrorist and murderer 
are treated by the courts” and calls 
for the reintroduction of “corporal 
and capital punishment”. 

I would take issue with this 
assumption on two grounds. First, 
it is in effect a purely environ¬ 
mentalist view and takes no 
account of genetically inherited 
innate personality. Secondly it 
takes no account of Coloured 
Immigration. A proper evalua¬ 
tion of these factors would seem 
to be more in keeping with the 
expected biological consciousness 
of any Racial-Nationalist move*- 
ment. 

In his book. The Revolt 
Against Qvilization, Lothrop 
Stoddard cites some typical 
examples of criminal geneology, 
and shows how vast criminal clans 
can descend from one defective. 
Simple punishment cannot com¬ 
bat such innate personality traits. 

In his book. Crime and Person¬ 
ality, Professor H. J. Eysenck 
states: “It seems reasonable to 
assume that because you punish 
a person for committing a crime, 
therefore he will be deterred from 
repeating it, and other people will 
be deterred from even trying it. 
Most people would find no fault 
with this argument. Indeed, some 
people might wish to extend it to 
say that the more severely you 


there is very little basis for this 
hypothesis. The number of 
murders which are committed in 
a country seems to be quite un¬ 
related to whether capital punish¬ 
ment has been abolished or reintro¬ 
duced, for example: the number 
remains much the same regardless 
of this difference. You may flog 
people for certain types of 
offences, but rather than deter 
them, it seems to have the opposite 
effect. Although the punishment 
is severe, the rate of recidivism is, 
if anything, greater than it would 
have been without flogging.” 

Coloured Immigration must also 
be accepted as an important factor, 
especially when one has regard to 
mugging statistics in South London. 
Here there are really two points to 
make. 

To begin with it may be that the 
Negro does not develop the same 
kind of restraints which act as a 


‘conscience’ that the more ad¬ 
vanced races develop. Even amongst 
their own kind, the Negro crime 
rate is higher than it is within an 
all-White society. 

The second point with regard 
to Coloured Immigration is that the 
Coloured populations form alien 
minorities within our State, but 
have obviously not been absorbed 
into our Nation. 

They, therefore, display the* 
internal amity and external 
enmity normal to any ethnocentric 
social group. They have, in effect, 
no moral obligation or feeling 
towards the majority host popula¬ 
tion because they are simply not 
part of it. These feelings are reci¬ 
procated. The more multi-racial a 
society is the more lawless it will 
be, for all moral values are derived 
from a feeling of belonging to the 
same group. 

J. Higgins, Dartmouth 


NEWS BRIEFS 


• A BRITISH inventor, Professor 
Eric Laithwaite, developed the 
linear induction motor, but the 
invention was not pursued in 
Britain. Now Germany has developed 
a train using this revolutionary 
new principle. 

• LONDON taxi drivers are boy¬ 
cotting Clapham, Peckham, Not ting 
Hill, Harlesden, Kensal . Rise, 
Haringey, Brixton, Stockwell, and 
Shepherds Bush because of late- 
night muggings. They will take 
passengers there, but not pick any 
up. 

The taxi-drivers’journal, 

Wheel, said: “Already many parts 
of London are virtually no-go areas 
as far as picking up Coloured youths 
is concerned.” 

• RACE Relations Board chief. Sir 
Geoffrey Wilson admitted that 
most Britons would prefer an all- 


a whole now has a new 200-mile 
limit, what Britain needs is a larger 
and more exclusive national limit. 

With access to just a 100-mile 
limit we could be self-sufficient in 
fish, and could thus avoid any 
conflict with the Icelanders. The 
Common Market will never agree 
to this, however, as the British Isles 
have half the total fish in the 
Common Market within fifty miles, 
and the Europeans want to plunder 
this. 

• IVOR RICHARDS, chairman of 
the Rhodesia talks in Geneva, said 
in November: “I sometimes feel the 
Africans are on a different wave¬ 
length.” Exactly. 

• THE largest ever loan to South 
America guaranteed by the British 
Government has been extended to 
Brazil to finance railway electrifi¬ 
cation. The £127,000,000 loan has 





























devolution are a political gimmick desperately clutched by 
the Labour Party in the hope of stemming their loss of 
votes in these traditional Labour areas. 

Labour’s plans have nothing to do with giving people 
real control over their own affairs. Assemblies for the 
whole of Scotland and the whole of Wales would merely 
create yet another bureaucratic layer of government, 
without being any more responsive to the needs of local 
communities. The Shetlands are as far from Edinburgh as 
Edinburgh is from London. 

Labour’s devolution plans are a capitulation to the myths 
of Scots and Welsh ‘Nationalism’ which have been 
artificially inculcated in the schools through the teaching 
of ‘Scots’ and ‘Welsh’ history rather than ‘British’ history, 
just as it has been in Ireland. 

The idea of ‘Scotland’ claimed as a separate ‘Nation’ by 
the Scottish National Party is an historical anachronism. 
Because a certain geographical area once happened to form 
a mediaeval state, does not make it a ‘Nation’ several 
hundred years later. There is no such thing as a ‘Wessex 
Nation’, nor is there a ‘Mercian Nation’. 

When such are the criteria for ‘nationhood’, just where 
will it all end? The Orkneys and Shetlands are already 
talking about seceding from an independent Scotland. The 
cry will no longer be “Scotland’s oil’’ but “Shetlands’ oil’’! 

Britain is not alone in facing the threat of ‘Balkanisation’. 
All over Europe established Nation-States are being under¬ 
mined by regional separatists, and one wonders whether 
this is all part of some master plan. 

The United Kingdom as a whole is large enough to 
survive as a viable unit outside the supra-national Common 
Market, but how viable would an independent Scotland, 
Wales, Brittany, Corsica, or Catalonia be? 


iTicniaiiST view anci laKcs no 
account of genetically inherited 
innate personality. Secondly it 
takes no account of Coloured 
Immigration. A proper evalua¬ 
tion of these factors would seem 
to be more in keeping with the 
expected biological consciousness 
of any Racial-Nationalist move¬ 
ment. 

In his book, The Revolt 
Against Qvilization, Lothrop 
Stoddard cites some typied 
examples of criminal geneology, 
and shows how vast criminal clans 
can descend from one defective. 
Simple punishment cannot com¬ 
bat such innate personality traits. 

In his book, Crime and Person¬ 
ality, Professor H. J. Eysenck 
states: “It seems reasonable to 
assume that because you punish 
a person for committing a crime, 
therefore he will be deterred from 
repeating it, and other people will 
be deterred from even trying it. 
Most people would find no fault 
with this argument. Indeed, some 
people might wish to extend it to 
say that the more severely you 
punish a person, the more he will 
be deterred from repeating the act, 
and also tho more other people 
will be deterred from undertaking 
it. Statistics have been published 
in many countries showing that 


What were fighting for 


WE BRITISH NATIONA¬ 
LISTS are struggling against 
the forces of internationalism 
not only for the wellbeing, 
but for the very freedom and 
survival of the British Nation. 

The immediate threat to 
our existence comes not from 
without but is posed by the 
‘ruling Establishment’ itself, 
of which the Tory, Labour 
and Liberal parties are all part 
and parcel. 

We have an internationalist 
Establishment because political 
and economic power is concen- 
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who were willing to work for lower 
wages, and whose presence has 
swelled the labour pool depressing 
overall wage levels. 

Now racial intermixing threa¬ 
tens the preservation of our dis¬ 
tinct national character, with its 
unique talents and abilities. 

The same internationalist in¬ 
terests were behind the deliberate 
alienation of our British kinsfolk 
overseas, and our submersion in 
the European Common Market. 

The Communist world, mean¬ 
while, is interlocked with and 
dependent upon Western Capita¬ 
lism. Far from posing an alterna¬ 
tive, the Communist system is 
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In the society which we will 
build the creation of credit will 
come under State control, and 
those who work by hand and brain 
shall have a decisive say in the 
direction of commerce, so that 
never again can a monopoly of 
power fall into the hands of a 
tiny minority with divergent inter¬ 
ests from those of the Nation as a 
whole. 

Once freed from the stifling 
burden of our existing financial 
system, our wealth and economic 
power will rapidly expand. This 
growth of our economic potential 
will not be directed into the crea¬ 
tion of more concrete jungles, 
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NEWS BRIEFS 


• A BRITISH inventor. Professor 
Eric Laithwaite, developed the 
linear induction motor, but the 
invention was not pursued in 
Britain. Now Germany has developed 
a train using this revolutionary 
new principle. 

• LONDON taxi drivers are boy¬ 
cotting Clapham, Peckham, Notting 
Hill, Harlesden, Kensal Rise, 
Haringey, Brixton, Stockwell, and 
Shepherds Bush because of late- 
night muggings. They will take 
passengers there, but not pick any 
up. 

The taxi-drivers’ j ournal, Steering 
Wheel, said: “Already many parts 
of London are virtually no-go areas 
as far as picking up Coloured youths 
is concerned.” 

• RACE Relations Board chief. Sir 
Geoffrey Wilson admitted that 
most Britons would prefer an all- 
White country, but called on the 
Labour Government to use its 
“muscle” to bully people into 
accepting multiracialism. 

• THE European Common Market 
Commission has finally refused to 
allow Britain to extend its fishing 
limits beyond the present 12 miles. 
Although the Common Market as 


a whole now has a new 200-mile 
limit, what Britain needs is a larger 
and more exclusive national limit. 

With access to just a 100-mile 
limit we could be self-sufficient in 
fish, and could thus avoid any 
conflict with the Icelanders. The 
Common Market will never agree 
to this, however, as the British Isles 
have half the total fish in the 
Common Market within fifty miles, 
and the Europeans want to plunder 
this. 

• IVOR RICHARDS, chairman of 
the Rhodesia talks in Geneva, said 
in November: “I sometimes feel the 
Africans are on a different wave¬ 
length.” Exactly. 

• THE largest ever loan to South 
America guaranteed by the British 
Government has been extended to 
Brazil to finance railway electrifi¬ 
cation. The £127,000,000 loan has 
been made available by N. M. 
Rothschild acting on behalf of a 
consortium of other banks. The 
loan follows President Geisel’s visit 
to Britain last May. 

This provides yet another 
example of how private bankers 
finance capital investment abroad 
while British industry is left to lag 
behind. 


UNDER THE 
FLA T STONES 

by TED BUDDEN 


MATCHING PAIR 

ANYONE who supposed that a ‘Leftist* 
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would endear them to the money 
barons. Again, how wrong one would be 
if one thought that!. 


















Market, but how viable would an independent Scotland, I nave nccn punnsnea 
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What were fighting for 


WE BRITISH NATIONA¬ 
LISTS are struggling against 
the forces of internationalism 
not only for the wellbeing, 
but for the very freedom and 
survival of the British Nation. 

The immediate threat to 
our existence comes not from 
without but is posed by the 
‘ruling Establishment’ itself, 
of which the Tory, Labour 
and Liberal parties are all part 
and parcel. 

We have an internationalist 
Establishment because political 
and economic power is concen¬ 
trated in the hands of a cosmopo¬ 
litan clique with sectional, inter¬ 
national and/or alien interests and 
loyalties. 

At the centre of the Establish¬ 
ment lie those who own and 
control the banking system with 
its interlocking directorships in 
multinational Capitalism. 

While the bankers and Big 
Business Capitalists gain more 
wealth and power, we are forced 
to suffer continual economic 
crisees with attendant inflation 
and unemployment. 

Establishment greed has also 
led to the massive importation of 
Coloured Immigrants in order to 
undercut the wage bargaining 
position of British workers, and 
break down national barriers which 
stand in the way of International 
Capitalism. 

The vast majority of ordinary 
British people dispossessed of 
everything but their labour which 
they have to sell to live have 
been thrown into direct competi¬ 
tion with Coloured Immigrants 


who were willing to work for lower 
wages, and whose presence has 
swelled the labour pool depressing 
overall wage levels. 

Now racial intermixing threa¬ 
tens the preservation of our dis¬ 
tinct national character, with its 
unique talents and abilities. 

The same internationalist in¬ 
terests were behind the deliberate 
alienation of our British kinsfolk 
overseas, and our submersion in 
the European Common Market. 

The Communist world, mean¬ 
while, is interlocked with and 
dependent upon Western Capita¬ 
lism. Far from posing an alterna¬ 
tive, the Communist system is 
converging towards the same end 
of a world monopoly of economic 
and political power. Communists 
in this country act as the catspaws 
of Capitalism by supporting the 
importation of foreign labour, and 
by attempting to drive Nationalists 
from the streets. 

We want to preserve our iden¬ 
tity. assert our independence, and 
lay stable foundations fora worth¬ 
while future, but this can only be 
done by building a revolutionary 
Nationalist movement dedicated 
to the overthrow of the ruling 
Establishment and the utter de¬ 
struction of its parasitical System. 

Only by booting out the self- 
seeking and corrupt time servers 
of the Establishment parties and 
by replacing them with men who 
are truly representative of the 
democratic Nationalist movement, 
will we be able to remove the alien 
populations. But it is not enough 
simply to treat the symptoms of 
national suicide, without eradica¬ 
ting the disease, and preventing its 
recurrence. 


In the society which we will 
build the creation of credit will 
come under State control, and 
those who work by hand and brain 
shall have a decisive say in the 
direction of commerce, so that 
never again can a monopoly of 
power fall into the hands of a 
tiny minority with divergent inter¬ 
ests from those of the Nation as a 
whole. 

Once freed from the stifling 
burden of our existing financial 
system, our wealth and economic 
power will rapidly expand. This 
growth of our economic potential 
will not be directed into the crea¬ 
tion of more concrete jungles, 
however, for we want this country 
to have a more natural and healthy 
environment. The long-term health 
and welfare of our people will 
replace the short-term greed that 
has up till now caused the pollu¬ 
tion of so much of our country. 

The quality of life will also be 
improved by enlightened town 
planning. House building and re¬ 
novation will be encouraged so as 
to maintain local community spirit, 
instead of the present practice 
whereby people are needlessly 
shoved into soulless tower blocks. 

In a Nationalist society with a 
stable economic base people will 
no longer be consumed in the 
deadening materialism of a desper¬ 
ate rat race to preserve their snare 
of a shrinking cake. We will build 
a strong, beautiful and free Nation, 
in which people will be able to 
seek the higher goals of spiritual 
and cultural fulfillment, and from 
which we will be able to press 
forward to the new frontiers of 
science and space. 


Diiiiiiii liiai iviiiy. 

• THE European Common Market This provides yet another 
Commission has finally refused to example of how private bankers 
allow Britain to extend its fishing finance capital investment abroad 
limits beyond the present 12 miles, while British industry is left to lag 
Although the Common Market as behind. 


UNDER THE 
FLAT STONES 


by TED BUDDEN 


MATCHING PAIR 

ANYONE who supposed that a ‘Leftist* 
called Foot must be found in the ranks 
of the Marxist poor bloody infantry 
would be wide of the mark. 

Definitely officer material these 
Foots. They never travel other than First 
Class and there is not one well heeled 
Foot who has not positively zoomed to 
the top of the ‘Left’ hierarchy while 
many a talented pleb has languished 
in the wilderness. 

Take Paul Foot, for instance: son 
of Lord Caradon, nephew of Dingle 
and Michael and generally reckoned to 
be the tatty toe-rag of the foul family 
Foot. This gilded sprig of the ‘Leftist’ 
nobility has certainly never known any 
slum save the one between his ears and 
his proletariansim is wholly self-inflicted. 

Ludgrove, Shrewsbury and Univer¬ 
sity College Oxford is the path this Foot 
has slogged to his present eminence on 
the ‘Far Left’. Described as “a journa¬ 
list” he is, in fact, an editor of Socialist 
Worker (not so much a newspaper as a 
way of lies). This is the organ of the In¬ 
ternational Socialists, a shambling band 
of hairies who have mysterious access to 
seemingly unlimited funds and whose 
political philosophy consists mainly of 
throwing rocks at the police or varia¬ 
tions thereof. 

They are, of course, loud in their 
denunciation of the “Boss Class” and 
claim to be engaged in overthrowing the 
“Capitalist System” without actually 
going through the boring business of 
contesting elections. 

Not, one would think, a policy that 


would endear them to the money 
barons. Again, how wrong one would be 
if one thought that!. 

For there is, in the North, a television 
company called Granada headed by a 
member of the new aristocracy called 
Baron Bernstein. His licence to print 
money is of long standing and seems 
never in danger of being withdrawn. 

Granada presents a weekly pro¬ 
gramme called What the Papers Say. 
It is networked and features comment 
on the news and newspapers by leading 
journalists. One of these ‘heading journa¬ 
lists” is (have you guessed?) none other 
than Paul Foot. 

Now it may well be that Baron Bern¬ 
stein, as a famed guardian of free speech, 
is merely maintaining a balance between 
the Left and such extreme ‘Right Wing’ 
publications as The Times and The 
Observer., But then, of course, one 
remembers that the Bernstein clan has 
announced its opposition to extremism 
and has already demonstrated it by 
systematically denying a voice to any 
Nationalist or, indeed, any one tainted 
with patriotism. How then do they 
justify allowing the extremist Foot to 
expose his neuroses to the public gaze? 

Just what is the strange relationship 
between the ugliest face of Capitalism 
and the well-breeched backside "of the 
loony ‘Left’? 

A perfect match, some would say, 
but I wonder; is it remotely possible that 
there is some kind of lordly Free¬ 
masonry whereby, on the giving of a 
high sign, privileges are given to the 
eldest sons of “Leftist’ life peers that are 
denied to us mere commoners? 
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BRITISH ACHIEVEMENT... a reflection of racial identity 


OUR modem technological 
civilisation is the product of 
White inventive genius, and 
amongst the White Nations 
our own British Nation has 
been pre-eminent. 

With the Industrial Revo¬ 
lution of the eighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries, it was 
the British who gave birth to 
the modern age, and British 
inventors continue to main¬ 
tain a tradition second to 
none. 

Our relatively tiny popu¬ 
lation has been responsible 
for inventing the steam engine; 
the chronometer; the spinning 
jenny, frame and mule; the 
power loom; the steam-boat; 
gas lighting; the locomotive; 
the miner’s safety lamp; the 
telegraph; the stethoscope; the 
screw-propeller; the rubber 
tyre; the use of chloroform as 
an anaesthetic; the computer; 
the Bessemer Converter which 
is vital to modern steel pro¬ 
duction; antisepsis; the pneu¬ 
matic tyre; the electric vacuum 
cleaner; stainless steel; the 
caterpillar tractor and tank; 
television; latex rubber; pers¬ 
pex; the cat’s eye; radar; 
terylene; chromatography; the 
supersonic, variable wing and 
vertical take-off aircraft; the 
hovercraft and the hydrogen- 
oxygen electrolytic power 
storage cell (as used in the 
Apollo space ship). 

Modern day Marxists and 
other environmentalists would 
of course argue that Britain 
had the economic pre¬ 
conditions such as the accumu¬ 
lation of financial capital and 


The Achievement: 



The British gave birth to modem technological civilisation. 


The Threat: 



Racial miscegenation threatens to destroy our unique national 


• FOLLOWING the Helsinki Agree¬ 
ment signed in August 1975, Com¬ 
munist ‘observers’ are now invited 
to spy on N.A.T.O. exercises. In 
November 1976 the British Army 
of the Rhine staged an exercise in 
Westphalia to test the restructuring 
of BAOR formations. Countries 
invited to attend included the 
U.SJS.R., East Germany, Romania, 
Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia. 

• ITALIAN Communist MPs now 
have access to Western defence 
secrets through their membership 
of the Defence Committee of the 
Western European Union. 

• SOVIET titanium sponge is being 
used in the production of the 


Anglo-German-Italian multirole 
combat aircraft (MRCA). As Britain 
also manufactures titanium sponge, 
this needless dependence on the 
Soviet Union is not only harmful 
strategically, but deprives us of 
opportunities for employment and 
technological development in. this 
field. 

• BRITAIN is supplying Iran with 
1,200 Chieftain tanks fitted with 
new and more reliable engines, and 
with the British-invented Chobham 
armour. Although we have shared 
the secret of producing the armour 
free of charge, the British Army 
can’t afford to provide its own 
Chieftain tanks with the armour 
or the new engine. 


MINORITY 

RACISM 

RAMPANT 


SOON TO BE RELEASED 
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The Threat: 



Racial miscegenation threatens to destroy our unique national 
character. 


an anaesthetic; the computer; 
the Bessemer Converter which 
is vital to modern steel pro¬ 
duction; antisepsis; the pneu¬ 
matic tyre; the electric vacuum 
cleaner; stainless steel; the 
caterpillar tractor and tank; 
television; latex rubber; pers¬ 
pex; the cat’s eye; radar; 
terylene; chromatography; the 
supersonic, variable wing and 
vertical take-off aircraft; the 
hovercraft and the hydrogen- 
oxygen electrolytic power 
storage cell (as used in the 
Apollo space ship). 

Modern day Marxists and 
other environmentalists would 
of course argue that Britain 
had the economic pre¬ 
conditions such as the accumu¬ 
lation of financial capital and 
an abundance of coal in order 
to facilitate an Industrial 
Revolution. 

But this does not explain 
the existence of inventive 
genius able to take advantage 
of these factors. Nor does it 
explain why Britain continues 
to be a home of technological 
development, while the now 
industrialised Third World 
countries contribute nothing. 

Our talents and abilities are 
determined by our innate racial 
and national character. Con¬ 
trary to multiracial propa¬ 
ganda, the British are not a 
‘great racial mixture’. The 
different tribes which settled 
the British Isles were all of the 
Caucasoid Race and were of 
very closely related ethnic 
stock. From this b^sis the 
British have developed a unique 


national character of their 
own. 

For nearly a thousand years, 
until modern times, there has 
been no large scale population 
influx into the British Isles. At 
the time of the Norman Con¬ 
quest the population of this 
country numbered only about 
one million people. If one 
calculates back through two 
parents, four grandparents, 
eight great-grandparents and 
so on, the number of ancestors 
that one might have had 
around the time of the Norman 
Conquest runs into an im¬ 
possible figure if one ignores 
the enormous amount of inter¬ 
marriage that has obviously 
taken place. 

Bearing in mind later catas¬ 


trophes such as the Black Death 
in the Middle Ages which 
severely reduced the popu¬ 
lation from which we are 
descended, it is obvious that 
the British today are the 
product of great and fortunate 
inbreeding and natural selec¬ 
tion, producing a unique and 
homogeneous ethnic distil¬ 
lation. 

The British Nation is not 
just a community but a family. 
It has a history of achieve¬ 
ment second to none. Our 
inherent national and racial 
character is our greatest asset 
for the future and must be 
protected from mixing with 
alien groups if our society and 
civilisation is not to regress 
into a backward morass. 


I KNOW WE ARE AbMER.T\SlN(2 FOR 
feUACKS... E>OT THERE ARE LIMITS,^ 
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ABOVE: film poster sent in by a 
subscriber in the United States. It 
glories in degrading criminal attacks 
on White people. 

RIGHT: A so-called ‘Fight Racism’ 
badge issued by Tariq Ali’s Inter¬ 
national Marxist Group. 

These two items give graphic 
illustration to the aggressive 
‘Minority Racism’ that underlies 
the attacks being made on White 
society in both America and Britain. 
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Media smear IQ Pioneer 


IS the intelligence of each 
person determined by his genetic 
inheritance at conception or by 
his environment since that 
moment? This question, of 
Nature v. Nurture, is of vital 
importance. 

Nationalists believe that 
intelligence is mainly genetically 
determined, and so the differ¬ 
ences in intelligence and other 
mental abilities between the races 
are inborn and hereditary. There¬ 
fore, we believe that the World 
intellectual leadership shown by 
the White Race is due to our 
unique genetic heritage, whose 
dilution by mixing with alien 
stock would be an irreversible 
catastrophe for all mankind. 

Marxists believe that intelli¬ 
gence is the product of social 
environment. So they believe 
they can create a Communist 
society in which all men are 
equally intelligent. 

If it can be proved that 
intelligence (and other aspects 
of human nature) is inherited, 
then Marxism loses its whole 
reason for existing while the 
ideology of Racial Nationalism 
receives firm scientific support. 


AT THIS, ITS TIME OF 
CRISIS, THE ESTABLISH¬ 
MENT HAS LAUNCHED A 
WAR OF SELF PRESER¬ 
VATION AGAINST THE 
ONLY MOVEMENT WHICH 
CAN SAVE BRITAIN FROM 
THE CATASTROPHIC RE¬ 
SULTS OF ITS DISASTROUS 
POLICIES - BRITISH 
NATIONALISM. 

Red and Immigrant mobs 


STEVE BRADY, B.Sc., A.R.C.S. ON THE BURT CONTROVERSY 


The first salvo on the ideological 
battlefront was launched on the 
24th of October, when the Sunday 
Times published an article alleging 
that one of Britain’s greatest edu¬ 
cational psychologists. Professor 
Sir Cyril Burt, had ‘faked his results’. 
Sir Cyril is important to Nationalists 
because, in 50 years of work, he 
had found a great deal of evidence 
in support of the idea that intelli¬ 
gence is mainly inherited, rather 
than environmentally determined. 

This ‘Burt is a fraud’ claim was 
first made by one Professor Leon 
Kamin in a book. The Science and 
Politics ofLQ. published in America 
in 1974. But Kamin is a notoriously 
rabid Marxist — the ‘American’ 
equivalent of Britain’s Dr. Steven 
Rose — and his allegations attracted 
little attention at that time. 

This was hardly surprising in 
view of the fact that many of 
Kamin’s ‘scientific papers’ were 
little more than a ramp for his 
lunatic political ideas, and therefore 
tend to appear in the dubious 
Journal of Radical Psychology (a 
more ‘intellectual’ version of 
Socialist Worker) rather than in 
reputable scientific journals. This is 
in sharp contrast to such eminent 
anti-environmentalists as Professors 
Hans Eysenck and Arthur Jensen. 

However, in their desperation to 
smear any scientist whose work 
might tend in any way to support 
Nationalist thought, the Establish¬ 
ment is now prepared to give pub¬ 
licity even to Kamin. The Sunday 
Times article was not written by 
Kamin himself, who tends to sound 
like the Thoughts of Chairman Mao, 
but by the more ‘respectable’, and 
lucid, Oliver Gillies, the paper’s 


conveniently perhaps, died in 1971, 
many reputable scientists have leapt 
courageously to his defence. Pro¬ 
fessor Arthur Jensen of the Univer¬ 
sity of California at Berkeley, for 
example, has checked Burt’s figures, 
and has found that the alleged 
‘evidence of fiddling’ amounts to 
no more than a few minor errors in 
Burt’s statistical tables which, 
according to Jensen, are more likely 
to be the result of slips in copying 
figures from one long and com¬ 
plicated table to another than of a 
vast conspiracy to fake results. 
Jensen has run complex statistical 
checks on Burt’s original data and 
compared the results with three 
other independent studies, and he 
finds that his “ results tally with 
Burt’s in a way that, according to 
Jensen, “would have been highly 
improbable if he (Burt) had in¬ 
vented the results”. On the question 
of Burt’s ‘having invented two 
scientists’, several people have come 
forward who were personal friends 
of Dr. Margaret Howard, one of the 
‘non-persons’. 

OTHER SCIENTISTS SUPPORT 
BURT THEORY 

In any case, the anti-environmen¬ 
talist case does not depend, by any 
means, on Burt’s work alone. There 
are numerous independent studies 
confirming Sir Cyril’s idea that a 
person’s intelligence is approxi¬ 
mately 80% due to his or her genes 
and 20% to the environment. For 
example, Professor Christopher 
Jencks of Harvard University, who 
has long been a strong critic of Burt, 
and regards Burt’s data as ‘suspect’ 
has nevertheless shown, in a lonc- 


cribed his paper as “careless aiid 
bizarre”, which comment would 
seem to sum up the whole of the 
anti-Burt case. 


ESTABLISHMENT DEFEATED 






So it looks as if the Establish¬ 
ment have lost the first round in 
the battle against Nationalist ideo¬ 
logy. They lost because they 
supported the preposterous attacks 
of people well known in the scientific 
world as mavericks and cranks 
against the reputation of an eminent 
and well-respected scientist. 
Although Professor Burt was 
attacked by professional journalists 
in all the mass media — including 
such reputable scientific journals as 
Socialist Worker and the Morning 
Star - and defended at first only in 
the pages of scientific journals and 
the letter column of The Times by 
men who were scientists first and 
politicians second, nevertheless the 
truth won out in the end. 

But they will not make the same 
mistake twice. The ruling Establish¬ 
ment cares only for itself. It cares 
nothing for abstractions such as 
Science and Truth, and it is deter¬ 
mined to stamp out Nationalist 
ideology in one way or another. 

The last time the Government 
was writing a Race Act, they 
admitted to seriously considering 
banning the dissemination of scien¬ 
tific papers, articles or books 
indicating that there were any 
inherited differences. in average 
intelligence or abilities between the 
races. They decided not to do so 
“for the present”. If they can’t 
defeat our ideas by reasoned 
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PROFESSOR CYRIL BURT: 
eminent scientist unfairly smeared 
by Reds and liberals 



PROFESSOR ARTHUR JENSEN: 
he checked Burt’s figures and 
found a few minor errors not a 
vast conspiracy to fake results. 






catastropiie tor all manKina. 

Marxists believe that intelli¬ 
gence is the product of social 
environment. So they believe 
they can create a Communist 
society in which all men are 
equally intelligent. 

If it can be proved that 
intelligence (and other aspects 
of human nature) is inherited, 
then Marxism loses its whole 
reason for existing while the 
ideology of Racial Nationalism 
receives firm scientific support. 


AT THIS, ITS TIME OF 
CRISIS, THE ESTABLISH¬ 
MENT HAS LAUNCHED A 
WAR OF SELF PRESER¬ 
VATION AGAINST THE 
ONLY MOVEMENT WHICH 
CAN SAVE BRITAIN FROM 
THE CATASTROPHIC RE¬ 
SULTS OF ITS DISASTROUS 
POLICIES - BRITISH 
NATIONALISM. 

Red and Immigrant mobs 
have been whipped up to 
violent attacks on Nationalists 
in the streets; in Parliament 
the new, even more repressive 
and anti-British Race Act has 
now received the Queen’s 
Assent; and Lord Bernstein’s 
Granada TV has launched a 
vicious smear attack on the 
National Party. 

But the Establishment 
realises that, in order to destroy 
British Nationalism totally, 
physical, legal, and personal 
attacks are not enough. They 
must also discredit, since they 
cannot disprove. Nationalist 
ideology. 


POSTERS 

Full size px>ster advertising Britain 
First. £2.00 per kilo (approx. 50) + 
postage. Cheques/postal orders to 
Britain First. 


in 1974. But Kainin Is a notoriously 
rabid Marxist — the ‘American’ 
equivalent of Britain’s Dr. Steven 
Rose - and his allegations attracted 
little attention at that time. 

This was hardly surprising in 
view of the fact that many of 
Kamin’s ‘scientific papers’ were 
little more than a ramp for his 
lunatic political ideas, and therefore 
tend to appear in the dubious 
Journal of Radical Psychology (a 
more ‘intellectual’ version of 
Socialist Worker) rather than in 
reputable scientific journals. This is 
in sharp contrast to such eminent 
anti-environmentalists as Professors 
Hans Eysenck and Arthur Jensen. 

However, in their desperation to 
smear any scientist whose work 
might tend in any way to support 
Nationalist thought, the Establish¬ 
ment is now prepared to give pub¬ 
licity even to Kamin. The Sunday 
Times article was not written by 
Kamin himself, who tends to sound 
like the Thoughts of Chairman Mao, 
but by the more ‘respectable’, and 
lucid, Oliver Gillies, the paper’s 
Medical Correspondent. It repeats 
Kamin’s charges: that Sir Cyril Burt 
‘guessed the I.Q. of some of* his 
subjects, then pretended to have 
measured it properly’, that he 
‘cooked his books’, making up 
figures to fit a preconceived result, 
and even that he ‘invented people’, 
publishing his own papers in the 
British Journal of Statistical 
Psychology under the names of 
scientists who did not really exist. 


FIERCE CONTROVERSY 

These attacks sparked off a fierce 
controversy. The attack on Professor 
Burt was supported, not only by a 
number of scientists well known 
for their liberal or Marxist views, 
notably the predictable Steven 
Rose, but also, interestingly, by the 
Establishment-sponsored National 
Childrens’ Bureau. 

Despite this orchestrated cam¬ 
paign against Sir Cyril Burt, who. 


compared inc rcsuiis wiiri iiirce 
other independent studies, and he 
finds that his ‘ results tally with 
Burt’s in a way that, according to 
Jensen, “would have been highly 
improbable if he (Burt) had in¬ 
vented the results”. On the question 
of Burt’s ‘having invented two 
scientists’, several people have come 
forward who were personal friends 
of Dr. Margaret Howard, one of the 
‘non-persons’. 

OTHER SCIENTISTS SUPPORT 
BURT THEORY 

In any case, the anti-environmen¬ 
talist case does not depend, by any 
means, on Burt’s work alone. There 
are numerous independent studies 
confirming Sir Cyril’s idea that a 
person’s intelligence is approxi¬ 
mately 80% due to his or her genes 
and 20% to the environment. For 
example. Professor Christopher 
Jencks of Harvard University, who 
has long been a strong critic of Burt, 
and regards Burt’s data as ‘suspect’ 
has nevertheless shown, in a long- 
period large-scale study of American 
children, that intelligence is at least 
60% determined by genetic factors, 
and he believes that, irrespective of 
the validity of Burt’s data, his basic 
theory is correct. 

The evidence on the question of 
the main determinant of intelligence 
arising from studies of adopted 
children — a very large part of the 
total evidence on this subject — is 
reviewed in a paper by Professor 
Henry Munsinger of the University 
of California {The Adopted Child *s 
LQ.: a Critical Review; Psycho¬ 
logical Bulletin published by the 
American Psychological Association, 
September 1975). After a detailed 
investigation of all the work done 
on this subject, including much 
which is quite independent of 
Burt, Munsinger concludes that, 
taking all the research done to date 
into account, “the available data 
strongly suggests that, under existing 
circumstances, heredity is much 
more important than environment 
in producing individual differences 
in I.Q.” 

So far, the environmentalists 
have been unable to discredit this 
work done independently of Burt. 
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attacked by professional journalists 
in all the mass media — including 
such reputable scientific journals as 
Socialist Worker and the Morning 
Star — and defended at first only in 
the pages of scientific journals and 
the letter column of The Times by 
men who were scientists first and 
politicians second, nevertheless the 
truth won out in the end. 

But they will not make the same 
mistake twice. The ruling Establish¬ 
ment cares only for itself. It cares 
nothing for abstractions such as 
Science and Truth, and it is deter¬ 
mined to stamp out Nationalist 
ideology in one way or another. 

The last time the Government 
was writing a Race Act, they 
admitted to seriously considering 
banning the dissemination of scien¬ 
tific papers, articles or books 
indicating that there were any 
inherited differences , in average 
intelligence or abilities between the 
races. They decided not to do so 
“for the present”. If they can’t 
defeat our ideas by reasoned 
argument they will try using smears, 
and if that doesn’t work they will 
simply use force and ban them. 

SCIENTISTS WHO OPPOSE 
THE IDEOLOGY OF THE ESTAB¬ 
LISHMENT WILL BE DEALT 
WITH JUST AS RUTHLESSLY 
AS POLITICAL PARTIES, SUCH 
AS THE NATIONAL PARTY, 
WHO DO SO. SCIENTISTS WHO 
WANT TO SEE SCIENTIFIC CON¬ 
TROVERSIES SETTLED BY 
REASONED ARGUMENT AND 
LEARNED PAPERS RATHER 
THAN HYSTERICAL DENUNCIA¬ 
TIONS AND LOADED GUNS 
MUST JOIN THE NATIONAL 
PARTY AND FIGHT FOR THE 
SURVIVAL, NOT ONLY OF THE 
BRITISH NATION, BUT OF 
SCIENCE ITSELF! 


eminent scientist unfairly smeared 
by Reds and liberals 



PROFESSOR ARTHUR JENSEN: 


he checked Burt’s figures and 
found a few minor errors not a 
vast conspiracy to fake results. 



PROFESSOR HANS EYSENCK: 


he described the paper of one anti- 
Burt environmentalist^as “careless 
and bizarre”. 
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Red pseudo-scientist dies 


COMMUNISTS are fond of 
describing their ideology as 
‘scientific’ and of boasting of 
the scientific achievements of 
the ‘socialist countries’ — i.e. 
the Soviet Empire. The 


were. 

In 1938, Stalin appointed him 
President of the Soviet Academy 
of Agricultural Sciences, and 
Lysenko launched a reign of 
terror. The world-famous geneticist. 
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and anti-British Race Act has 
now received the Queen’s 
Assent; and Lord Bernstein’s 
Granada TV has launched a 
vicious smear attack on the 
National Party. 

But the Establishment 
realises that, in order to destroy 
British Nationalism totally, 
physical, legal, and personal 
attacks are not enough. They 
must also discredit, since they 
cannot disprove. Nationalist 
ideology. 
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measured it properly’, that lie 
‘cooked his books’, making up 
figures to fit a preconceived result, 
and even that he ‘invented people’, 
publishing his own papers in the 
British Journal of Statistical 
Psychology under the names of 
scientists who did not really exist. 


FIERCE CONTROVERSY 

These attacks sparked off a fierce 
controversy. The attack on Professor 
Burt was supported, not only by a 
number of scientists well known 
for their liberal or Marxist views, 
notably the predictable Steven 
Rose, but also, interestingly, by the 
Establishment-sponsored National 
Childrens’ Bureau. 

Despite this orchestrated cam¬ 
paign against Sir Cyril Burt, who. 


the validity of Burt’s data, his basic 
theory is correct. 

The evidence on the question of 
the main determinant of intelligence 
arising from studies of adopted 
children — a very large part of the 
total evidence on this subject — is 
reviewed in a paper by Professor 
Henry Munsinger of the University 
of California (The Adopted Child's 
I.Q.: a Critical Review; Psycho¬ 
logical Bulletin published by the 
American Psychological Association, 
September 1975). After a detailed 
investigation of all the work done 
on this subject, including much 
which is quite independent of 
Burt, Munsinger concludes that, 
taking all the research done to date 
into account, “the available data 
strongly suggests that,under existing 
circumstances, heredity is much 
more important than environment 
in producing individual differences 
in I.Q.” 

So far, the environmentalists 
have been unable to discredit this 
work done independently of Burt. 
They are trying however. One Dr. 
Joseph Schwartz, in a paper pub¬ 
lished in the New Scientist on 11th 
November, not only referred to 
Burt as “discredited” but attempted 
to show that the many independent 
studies confirming Burt’s findings 
were all invalid! Schwartz is an 
associate of Kamin in America, 
where he holds a junior lecturing 
post at the obscure New York City 
University, and also of Rose in 
England, where he works as a 
‘visiting senior research fellow’ in 
Rose’s Open University Brain 
Research Group. 

Schwartz’s paper argued that all 
the researchers who agreed with 
Burt had got their sums wrong and 
their work only seemed to show 
that intelligence is largely inherited, 
but when properly interpreted — i.e. 
when interpreted by Schwartz — it 
actually showed that intelligence is 
almost entirely environmentally 
determined! This nonsense was 
effectively demolished by Professor 
Eysenck in the next issue of New 
Scientist. After answering all of 
Schwartz’s points, Eysenck des- 


THK lUtOLOUY Ur IHttSIAB- 
LISHMENT WILL BE DEALT 
WITH JUST AS RUTHLESSLY 
AS POLITICAL PARTIES, SUCH 
AS THE NATIONAL PARTY, 
WHO DO SO. SCIENTISTS WHO 
WANT TO SEE SCIENTIFIC CON¬ 
TROVERSIES SETTLED BY 
REASONED ARGUMENT AND 
LEARNED PAPERS RATHER 
THAN HYSTERICAL DENUNCIA¬ 
TIONS AND LOADED GUNS 
MUST JOIN THE NATIONAL 
PARTY AND FIGHT FOR THE 
SURVIVAL, NOT ONLY OF THE 
BRITISH NATION, BUT OF 
SCIENCE ITSELF! 


COMMUNISTS are fond of 
describing their ideology as 
‘scientific’ and of boasting of 
the scientific achievements of 
the ‘socialist countries’ — i.e. 
the Soviet Empire. The 
basically anti-scientific nature 
of Communism is no better 
epitomised than in the. career 
of the ‘leading Soviet scientist’ 
Trofim Denisovitch Lysenko, 
who died on the 23rd Novem¬ 
ber, aged 78. 

Lysenko was, or claimed to be, a 
geneticist, but he had some very 
definite, if rather eccentric, ideas of 
his own. He was a Lamarckian. In 
other words he believed that 
characteristics acquired during an 
organism’s lifetime are inherited by 
its offspring — as if, for example, a 
man who lost a leg in the last war 
were to father children born with 
one leg! This peculiar idea has not 
been shared by any other geneticist 
since the 1920’s. 

In a Western country, Lysenko 
would have been regarded as a 
harmless crank. But Lysenko lived 
in the Soviet Union. He rose to 
prominence by claiming, quite 
correctly, that modern genetics 
were incompatible with Marxist 
ideology, and that only his ideas 



PROFESSOR HANS EYSENCK: 


he described the paper of one anti- 
Burt environmentalist^as “careless 
and bizarre”. 


were. 

In 1938, Stalin appointed him 
President of the Soviet Academy 
of Agricultural Sciences, and 
Lysenko launched a reign of 
terror. The world-famous geneticist, 
Nikolai Vavilov, Fellow of the 
British Royal Society, was purged 
and died in a Siberian concentration 
camp in 1942. Other scientists 
opposing Lysenko’s lunatic theories 
were forced to recant or shot. 
Lysenko kept his position of 
authority until 1964, and since 
then has been the director of a 
research station near Moscow. 

Lysenko was the typical Com¬ 
munist ‘scientist’. In 1948, he 
announced that his theories were 
true, not because they were sup¬ 
ported by. the data, but because 
they had the backing of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party. 

Lysenko not only ruined Soviet 
agriculture by imposing his crackpot 
theories on Soviet farmers, he also, 
quite blatantly, faked his results. It 
is, therefore, ironic that Communists 
are among those now accusing the 
eminent British scientist. Sir Cyril 
Burt, with very little evidence, of 
doing the same thing. Unlike Sir 
Cyril, however, Lysenko was in a 
position to shoot those who accused 
him. 

-STEVE BRADY 



'YOU MUST ADMIT SINCE THE COMWfE TAKE OVER- 

w£ haveIkit had a Single strike^ 


Red pseudo-scientist dies 

























Britain First, January 1977 5 




by PAUL KINGSLEY 


THE GOVERNMENT figures 
reproduced here reveal that 
foreign companies own a con¬ 
siderable section of British 
industry, but in fact they 
understate the extent of 
foreign control. For some rea¬ 
son the overseas subsidiaries of 
British companies were in¬ 
cluded in the figures, thus 
boosting the position of 
British firms. Were these not 
included, it would be clear 
that British companies own 
rather less of British industry 
than the figures suggest. 

The 1963 Census of Production 
revealed that 11 per cent of British 
manufacturing industry was foreign 
owned, but by 1970, 16 per cent 
was under foreign ownership. This 
included key sections of manu¬ 
facturing industry where foreign 
ownership was over 25 per cent. 

In 1970, a T.U.C. publication 
claimed that 80 per cent of office 
machinery production in this 
country was foreign controlled. 
Other percentages were: motors 
58 per cent, electronics 50 per cent, 
and pharmaceuticals 65 per cent. 
More recent figures giving details 
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National sovereignty means little 
unless it is accompanied by a 
measure of economic independ¬ 
ence. Where decisions affecting the 
future of large sections of British 
industry are made overseas, then 
those sections of industry are 
operating largely outside of British 
control. Any national goals we have 
set ourselves may become unreach¬ 
able because of decisions taken 
thousands of miles away in New 
York. 

The Chairman of Ronson’s 
British subsidiary has said, “An 
executive of a U.S. controlled 
company must set aside any 
nationalistic attitudes and appre¬ 
ciate that in the last resort his 
loyalty must be to the shareholders 
of the parent company and he 
must protect their interests, even if 
it might appear that it is not per¬ 
haps in the national interest of the 
company in which he is operating.” 

British subsidiaries are often just 
tiny parts of huge multinational 
empires, and investment may or 
may not be directed towards British 
industry, depending on the global 
strategy of the parent company. 
Subsidiaries in Britain are not 
operated in the interests of the 
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LEADING FOREIGN-OWNED MULTINATIONALS IN THE U.K. 1974 

(ranked by turnover) 


Company* 


Esso Petroleum Co. (Exxon Corporation) 
Ford Motor Co. 

Gallaher 

Philips Electronic & Assoc. 

Texaco 

Rank Xerox 

F.W. Woolworth & Co. 

Tampimex Oil Products 
IBM U.K. Holdings 
Vauxhall Motors (General Motors) 
Chrysler (U.K.) 

Anglo Chemical & Ore Co. 

Standard Telephones&Cables (I.T.T.) 
Massey-Ferguson Holdings 
MobU Oil Co. 

International Nickel 
Mars 

Alcan Aluminium (U.K.) 

Hoechst (U.K.) 

Conoco 
Lonconex 
Michelin Tyre Co. 

H.J. Heinz Co. 

Kodak 

C.I.B.A.-Geigy 

Total Oil (G.B.) (Compagnie Francaise 
des Petroles) 

Monsanto 

Goodyear Tyre & Rubber (G.B.) 

Nestle Co. 

Petrofina (U.K.) 

Gerald Metals 
Derby & Co. 

Procter & Gamble 
Safeway Food Stores 
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(in £000) 


Nationality 

Main Activity 

Turnover 

Exports 

American 

OU 

1,456,346 

81,900 

American 

Motors 

967,900 

339,600 

American 

Tobacco 

724,044 

15,576 

Dutch 

Electrical Goods 

494,000 

59,854 

American 

Oil 

484,000 

45,000 

American 

Xerographic Equipment 

482,357 

75,879 

American 

General Retailers 

461,697 

2,767 

American 

Oil Traders 

425,732 

40,558 

American 

Business Machines 

344,902 

161,088 

American 

Motors 

320,758 

105,900 

American 

Motors 

313,275 

98,343 

American 

Metal Dealers 

301,458 

30,068 

American 

Telecommunications 

286,800 

31,884 

Canadian 

Agricultural Machinery 

226,341 

159,500 

American 

Oil 

214,129 

17,161 

Canadian 

Nickel & Nickel Alloys 

210,893 

130,776 

American 

Food 

202,604 

10,690 

Canadian 

Aluminium 

182,742 

15,300 

German 

Chemicals 

180,839 

9,636 

American 

Petroleum 

177,668 

24,546 

American 

Metal & Ore Merchants 

172,600 

64,000 

French 

Tyres 

146,684 

28,994 

American 

Food 

133,602 

3,960 

American 

Photographic Goods 

130,240 

39,702 

Swiss 

Chemicals 

126,783 

45,204 

French 

Marketing Petrol 

124,758 

11,053 

American 

Chemicals & Plastics 

121,291 

42,033 

American 

Tyres & Rubber Products 

111,995 

20,716 

Swiss 

Food 

109,819 

11,340 

Belgian 

Petroleum 

105,565 

2,677 

American 

Metal Merchants 

104,139 

1,725 

American 

Metal & Mineral Merchants 

103,792 

— 

American 

Detergents 

98,840 

15,500 

American 

Food Retailers 

92,893 

— 

A itiMrii'iiii 

for l.eallicr& Plastics 

82.070 

18.865 


U.K. 

Em¬ 

ployees 

70,000 

22,259 

61,339 

3,087 

28,629 

81,669 

13,206 

33,558 

30,997 

39,067 

19,426 

4,285 

9,127 

9,382 

6,085 

1,724 

17,218 

10,550 

12,622 

7,836 

766 

5,500 

10,942 

8,420 

1,494 


3,885 

5,721 

11.042 






foreign control. For some rea¬ 
son the overseas subsidiaries of 
British companies \vere in¬ 
cluded in the figures, thus 
boosting the position of 
British firms. Were these not 
included, it would be clear 
that British companies own 
rather less of British industry 
than the figures suggest. 

The 1963 Census of Production 
revealed that 11 per cent of British 
manufacturing industry was foreign 
owned, but by 1970, 16 per cent 
was under foreign ownership. This 
included key sections of manu¬ 
facturing industry where foreign 
ownership was over 25 per cent. 

In 1970, a T.U.C. publication 
claimed that 80 per cent of office 
machinery production in this 
country was foreign controlled. 
Other percentages were: motors 
58 per cent, electronics 50 per cent, 
and pharmaceuticals 65 per cent. 
More recent figures giving details 
of individual industries are not 
available, but the last general 
surveys that have been published 
give no real indication that foreign 
ownership is on the decrease. 

There are about 3000 foreign 
industrial and commercial com¬ 
panies registered in the U.K. These 
include such well known names 
as Kraft, Fyffes, Black and Decker, 
Kellogg, Firestone, Uniroyal, 
Amoco, Quaker Oats, Avon 
Cosmetics, Polaroid, Gillette, Col¬ 
gate-Palmolive , Readers Digest, 
Ronson, Ideal Standard, Nabisco 
(cereals), Stanley Tools, Carnation 
Foods, C.B.S. (records), Plumrose 
and Libby. 

The vast majority of these com¬ 
panies are American owned. At the 
time of Common Market entry 
you may remember that we were 
told that the Common Market was 
going to protect Europe from 
American economic penetration. 
For this reason Americans were 
supposed to be all against the idea 
of British entry into the E.E.C. 
However if we look at the list of 
corporate members of the Euro¬ 
pean Movement we find the follow¬ 
ing U.S. multinationals who have 
subsidiaries in Britain:— Addresso- 
graph-Multigraph, Burroughs Mach- 
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mosc scciions oi mausiry arc 
operating largely outside of British 
control. Any national goals we have 
set ourselves may become unreach¬ 
able because of decisions taken 
thousands of miles away in New 
York. 

The Chairman of Ronson’s 
British subsidiary has said, “An 
executive of a U.S. controlled 
company must set aside any 
nationalistic attitudes and appre¬ 
ciate that in the last resort his 
loyalty must be to the shareholders 
of the parent company and he 
must protect their interests, even if 
it might appear that it is not per¬ 
haps in the national interest of the 
company in which he is operating.” 

British subsidiaries are often just 
tiny parts of huge multinational 
empires, and investment may or 
may not be directed towards British 
industry, depending on the global 
strategy of the parent company. 
Subsidiaries in Britain are not 
operated in the interests of the 
British nation but of supra-national 
companies which have increasingly 
come to see themselves as more 
important than the nation state. 

Jacques Maisonrouge, who looks 
after I.B.M’s operations in Europe, 
says this of multinational corpora¬ 
tions. “ . . .from the outset, they 
have viewed the world as it really 
is: one great system, whose human 
and material resources have, unfort¬ 
unately, been distributed un¬ 
equally. Within that environment 
they have learned to plan, produce,’ 
and market globally, allocating 
those resources irrespective of na¬ 
tional frontiers in order to find the 
most effective pattern of produc¬ 
tion worldwide.” This is the all wise 
multinational corporation, knowing 
better than any how resources 
should be allocated. In the face of 
such an attitude the British nation 
will increasingly have to look to its 
own defence. 

British industry must serve the 
interests of the British people. If a 
large section of our industry seeks 
to put foreign or supra-national 
interests first, then we have no 
alternative but to bring it very 
firmly under British control. As a 
means of doing this we shall have to 
start looking into ways that foreign 
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Rank Xerox 

American 

Xerographic Equipment 

482,357 

75,879 

28,629 

F.W. Woolworth & Co. 

American 

General Retailers 

461,697 

2,767 

81,669 

Tampimex Oil Products 

American 

Oil Traders 

425,732 

40,558 

— 

IBM U.K. Holdings 

American 

Business Machines 

344,902 

161,088 

13,206 

Vauxhall Motors (General Motors) 

American 

Motors 

320,758 

105,900 

33,558 

Chrysler (U.K.) 

American 

Motors 

313,275 

98,343 

30,997 

Anglo Chemical & Ore Co. 

American 

Metal Dealers 

301,458 

30,068 

— 

Standard Telephones & Cables (I .T.T.) 

American 

Telecommunications 

286,800 

31,884 

39,067 

Massey-Ferguson Holdings 

Canadian 

Agricultural Machinery 

226,341 

159,500 

19,426 

Mobil Oil Co. 

American 

Oil 

214,129 

17,161 

— 

International Nickel 

Canadian 

Nickel & Nickel Alloys 

210,893 

130,776 

4,285 

Mars 

American 

Food 

202,604 

10,690 

9,127 

Alcan Aluminium (U.K.) 

Canadian 

Aluminium 

182,742 

15,300 

9,382 

Hoechst (U.K.) 

German 

Chemicals 

180,839 

9,636 

6,085 

Conoco 

American 

Petroleum 

177,668 

24,546 

1,724 

Lonconex 

American 

Metal & Ore Merchants 

172,600 

64,000 

— 

Michelin Tyre Co. 

French 

Tyres 

146,684 

28,994 

17,218 

H.J. Heinz Co. 

American 

Food 

133,602 

3,960 

10,550 

Kodak 

American 

Photographic Goods 

130,240 

39,702 

12,622 

C.I.B.A.-Geigy 

Swiss 

Chemicals 

126,783 

45,204 

7,836 

Total Oil (G.B.) (Compagnie Francaise 
des Petroles) 

French 

Marketing Petrol 

124,758 

11,053 

766 

Monsanto 

American 

Chemicals & Plastics 

121,291 

42,033 

5,500 

Goodyear Tyre & Rubber (G.B.) 

American 

Tyres & Rubber Products 

111,995 

20,716 

10,942 

Nestle Co. 

Swiss 

Food 

109,819 

11,340 

8,420 

Petrofina (U.K.) 

Belgian 

Petroleum 

105,565 

2,677 

1,494 

Gerald Metals 

American 

Metal Merchants 

104,139 

1,725 

— 

Derby & Co. 

American 

Metal & Mineral Merchants 

103,792 

— 

— 

Procter & Gamble 

American 

Detergents 

98,840 

15,500 

3,885 

Safeway Food Stores 

American 

Food Retailers 

92,893 

— 

5,721 

U.S.M.C. International 

American 

Machinery for Leather & Plastics 
Industry 

82,070 

18,865 

11,042 

Gulf Oil (G.B.) 

American 

Petroleum 

79,826 

26,711 

1,299 

Caterpillar Tractor Co. 

American 

Earth-moving Equipment 

78,466 

46,000 

4,655 

General Motors 

American 

Vehicle Components & Domestic 
Appliances 

77,121 

11,332 

9,334 

Borregaard Industries 

Norwegian 

Pulp, Paper, Textiles 

76,350 

— 

— 

Du Pont (U.K.) 

American 

Chemicals 

70,773 

20,798 

2,882 


* Where it is not obvious which foreign company owns the British subsidiary, the name of the parent company has been 
included in brackets. 

Source: The Times 1000, 1975-76 


Large employers not mentioned above include: 


Singer Co. (U.K.) 

American 

10,500 employees 

Sperry Rand American 

5,879 employees 

Bakelite Xylonite 

American 

7,508 

International Harvester 


N.C.R. 

American 

7,400 

Co. of G.B. American 

5,734 

Honeywell 

American 

7,397 

Burroughs Machines American 

5,640 

Electrolux 

Swedish 

6,353 

S.K.F. (U.K.) Swedish 

5,110 


EACH YEAR THE Department of Industry releases details of its annual survey of British industry. Included in the survey 
are all companies which have net assets of £2,000,000 or more, or income of £200,000 or more, other than companies 
in agriculture, mining, shipping, property and finance. The foreign companies in the survey account for nearly Va of the 
total net assets of all foreign companies operating in this country. 

The figures below are for the year 1973, but they were not published until 1976. 



Total 

Foreign Controlled Companies 

Foreign Companies as a % of Total 

No. of Companies 

1691 

323 

19.1% 

Employees 

7,013,437 

941,718 

13.4% 

Capital Employed 

£42,886,019,000 

£6,074,593,000 

14.1% 

Net Assets 

£37,203,352,000 

£5,068,166,000 

13.6% 

Turnover 

£80,581,402,000 

£13,320,687,000 

16.5% 

Exports 

£8,345,389,000 

£2,434,289,000 

29.1% 


Source: Business Monitor M3 (Company Finance) Sixth Issue 













There are about 3000 foreign 
industrial and commercial com¬ 
panies registered in the U.K. These 
include such well known names 
as Kraft, Fyffes, Black and Decker, 
Kellogg, Firestone, Uniroyal, 
Amoco, Quaker Oats, Avon 
Cosmetics, Polaroid, Gillette, Col¬ 
gate-Palmolive, Readers Digest, 
Ronson, Ideal Standard, Nabisco 
(cereals), Stanley Tools, Carnation 
Foods, C.B.S. (records), Plumrose 
and Libby. 

The vast majority of these com¬ 
panies are American owned. At the 
time of Common Market entry 
you may remember that we were 
told that the Common Market was 
going to protect Europe from 
American economic penetration. 
For this reason Americans were 
supposed to be all against the idea 
of British entry into the E.E.C. 
However if we look at the list of 
corporate members of the Euro¬ 
pean Movement we find the follow¬ 
ing U.S. multinationals who have 
subsidiaries in Britain:— Addresso- 
graph-Multigraph, Burroughs Mach¬ 
ines, Caterpillar Tractor Co., Clark 
Equipment, Clifford Motor Com¬ 
ponents, Esso Petroleum Co., F.W. 
Woolworth & Co., H. J. Heinz Co., 
Honeywell, I.B.M., Kellogg Co., 
Kodak, Ruston Bucyrus, and the 
Singer Co. 


after I.B.M’s operations in Europe, 
says this of multinational corpora¬ 
tions. “ . . .from the outset, they 
have viewed the world as it really 
is: one great system, whose human 
and material resources have, unfort¬ 
unately, been distributed un¬ 
equally. Within that environment 
they have learned to plan, produce,’ 
and market globally, allocating 
those resources irrespective of na¬ 
tional frontiers in order to find the 
most effective pattern of produc¬ 
tion worldwide.” This is the all wise 
multinational corporation, knowing 
better than any how resources 
should be allocated. In the face of 
such an attitude the British nation 
will increasingly have to look to its 
own defence. 

British industry must serve the 
interests of the British people. If a 
large section of our industry seeks 
to put foreign or supra-national 
interests first, then we have no 
alternative but to bring it very 
firmly under British control. As a 
means of doing this we shall have to 
start looking into ways that foreign 
companies can be brought under 
British ownership. This is just one 
of several steps that need to be 
taken before we get an industrial 
system operating in the national 
interest. 

Copyright ©1976 Paul A. Kingsley 
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Appliances 

Borregaard Industries Norwegian Pulp, Paper, Textiles 76,350 — — 

Du Pont (U.K.) American Chemicals 70,773 20,798 2,882 

* Where it is not obvious which foreign company owns the British subsidiary, the name of the parent company has been 
included in brackets. 

Source: The Times 1000, 1975-76 


Large employers not mentioned above include: 


Singer Co. (U.K.) 

American 

10,500 employees 

Sperry Rand American 

5,879 employees 

Bakelite Xylonite 

American 

7,508 

International Harvester 


N.C.R. 

American 

7,400 

Co. of G.B. American 

5,734 

Honeywell 

American 

7,397 

Burroughs Machines American 

5,640 

Electrolux 

Swedish 

6,353 

S.K.F. (U.K.) Swedish 

5,110 


EACH YEAR THE Department of Industry releases details of its annual survey of British industry. Included in the survey 
are all companies which have net assets of £2,000,000 or more, or income of £200,000 or more, other than companies 
in agriculture, mining, shipping, property and finance. The foreign companies in the survey account for nearly % of the 
total net assets of all foreign companies operating in this country. 

The figures below are for the year 1973, but they were not published until 1976. 



Total 

Foreign Controlled Companies 

Foreign Companies as a % of Total 

No. of Companies 

1691 

323 

19.1% 

Employees 

7,013,437 

941,718 

13.4% 

Capital Employed 

£42,886,019,000 

£6,074,593,000 

14.1% 

Net Assets 

£37,203,352,000 

£5,068,166,000 

13.6% 

Turnover 

£80,581,402,000 

£13,320,687,000 

16.5% 

Exports 

£8,345,389,000 

£2,434,289,000 

29.1% 


Source: Business Monitor M3 (Company Finance) Sixth Issue 


A DETAILED BREAKDOWN of the extent of foreign control m particular industries was made by the government in 
1970 and published in 1973. The companies included were those meeting the same requirements as in the previous survey 
i.e. they had net assets of £2,000,000 or more etc., etc. 


Foreign Companies’ Capital Employed* as a Percentage of All Companies’ Capital in Each 

Industry 


Manufacturing Industries 

Percent 

Manufacturing Industries cont. 

Percent 



Timber, furniture etc. 

— 

Vehicles 

36.4 

Leather, leather goods, fur 

- 

Non-electrical engineering 

29.1 

Other manufacturing 

26.9 

Chemicals 

25.3 



Metal manufacture 

21.9 

All manufacturing industries 

16.2 

Electrical engineering 

19.2 



Tobacco 

17.1 

Non-Manufacturing Industries 


Food 

8.8 



Metal goods 

8.6 

tWholesale distribution 

28.4 

Paper, printing and publishing 

6.0 

Retail distribution 

8.8 

Clothing and footwear 

4.7 

Construction 

4.3 

Drink 

4.0 

Transport and communications 

2.3 

Textiles 

2.2 

Miscellaneous services 

2.3 

Bricks, pottery, glass, cement etc. 

1.9 



Shipbuilding 

- 

Total all industries 

14.7 


* Capital Employed is here defined as net assets plus bank loans and overdrafts. 

t Wholesale distribution includes the distribution of oil and petrol, in which the foreign oil companies have a large share. 
Source: Economic Trends August, 1973 
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NATIONAL PARTY NEWS 


Candidate 
wins 31% 
of vote 

NATIONAL PARTY candidate 
Albert Ripley won 31% of the vote 
in a council by-election held on the 
2nd of December for the Stone 
Central Ward of Dartford District. 
Albert Ripley came second beating 
the Tory candidate. The figures 
were: Labour 169, National Party 
97, and Conservative 46. 

National Party candidates also 
chalked up good results in two local 
council by-elections held on the 
18th of November. NP National 
Executive member, Joan Sandland, 
won 10% of the vote in the Angell 
Ward of Brixton. NP Warwick 
Branch Organiser, Mick Coles, won 
15% of the vote in the Warwick 
Central Ward. 



"We remember Britons 
betrayed: we fight for 
BrKain reborn!" 


RAVEN BOOKS 


CULTURAL HERITAGE 

The Anglo-Saxons by David Wilson 65p (plus 14p post) 

Beowulf anon. 50p (plus 9p post) 

The Celts by Nora Chadwick 95p (plus 14p post) 

Gods and Myths of Northern Europe by H. R. Ellis Davidson 80p (plus 11 p post) 
The Penguin Book of English Folk Song edited by Ralph Vaughan Williams 
and A. L. Lloyd 80p (plus 11p post) 

Roman Britain by I. A. Richmond 90p (plus 14p post) 

Rudyard Kipling by Charles Carrington 60p (plus 23p post) 

Rural Rides by William Cobbett 90p (plus 15p post) 

The Vikings by Johannes Br^nsted 95p (plus 17p post) 

ANTHROPOLOGY 

The Territorial Imperative by Robert Ardrey 90p (plus 20p post) 

INTERNATIONAL FINANCE 


NEARLY 1,000 members 
attended the National Party’s 
first Remembrance Day March 
which was held in London on 
Remembrance Sunday, the 
14th of November 1976. 

The parade was led by an 
impressive colour party of Union 
Jacks and was accompanied by the 
Rose and Thistle Pipe Band and the 
Portsmouth Orange Accordian 
Band which both donated their 
services free of charge. 

A short non-denominational 
service was conducted by the Rev. 
R. S. Revill at the Cenotaph in 
Whitehall. A lone piper played a 
lament, wreaths were laid, a bugler 


National Party 

The National Party exists to defend the independence and 
identity of the British Nation and to promote the security and 
prosperity of our people as a united community. 

The National Party recognises that the ^eatest danger facing 
the British today is the menace of internationalism in all its forms. 

In order that the British Nation with its unique talents and 
qualities shall survive in the World, the National Party proposes the 
following principles: 

1) Britain should withdraw from entrapment with its trade 
rivals in the European Common Market and rebuild its bonds with 
the British settled countries, particularly Australia, Canada, New 
Zealand, Rhodesia and South Africa, which are linked to us by com* 
mon ancestry, language and culture, and which have complementary 
economies to our own. 

2) The British People must preserve their distinct racial character 
by preventing all further immigration by people of non-British stock, 
and by organising the humane repatriation or resettlement abroad of 
all Coloured and other racially incompatible immigrants, their 
dependents and descendents. 

3) The escalation of all types of violent and anti-social crime is 
entirely due to the softness with which the vandal, thug, terrorist 
and murderer are treated by the courts. The National Party will 
therefore re-introduce corporal and capital punishment as one of its 
major early legislations and will continually campaign for the 
restoration of such penalties. 

4) In a World dominated by military, as well as economic and 
ideological struggle, Britain must rearm both militarily and psycho¬ 
logically. We must have defence forces under British control capable 
of deterring any attack from any quarter, while the personnel and 
institutions of our armed forces must be restored to the high level of 
prestige fitting to the defenders of our Nation. We accept the need 
to enter into alliance with other Nations for our mutual defence 
whilst demanding that we retain our sovereignty in such alliances. 

5) Individual initiative and the free market economy must be 
encouraged where they are the most efficient form of production. 
Private monopoly against the national interest must be prevented by 
public control of banking, finance, natural resources and foreign 
trade. 


6) There must be a stable economy free from inflation and 
unemployment by the introduction of a commodity-based money 
supply, whereby all credit is created by the State, is directly related 
to the real production of goods and services, and is spent — not lent 
— into circulation, debt and interest free. 

7) Industry must serve the community. We must root out the 
financial speculators. Communist disrupters and other social para¬ 
sites. We must stop the wrangling in industry by the introduction of 
profit sharing and workers’ co-partnership in the direction of industry, 
which will eliminate wasteful and unnecessary disputes. 

8) Recognising the efficiency of the British farmer the National 
Party will take every step to encourage efforts to create self-sufficiency 
in food production. 

9) The present electoral system should be replaced by a system 
of proportional representation ensuring that the spread of opinion in 
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chalked up good results in two local 
council by-elections held on the 
18th of November. NP National 
Executive member, Joan Sandland, 
won 10% of the vote in the Angell 
Ward of Brixton. NP Warwick 
Branch Organiser, Mick Coles, won 
15% of the vote in the Warwick 
Central Ward. 


"We remember Britons 
betrayed: we fight for 
Britain reborn!" 


RAVEN BOOKS 


CULTURAL HERITAGE 

The Anglo-Saxons by David Wilson 65p (plus 14p post) 

Beowulf anon. 50p (plus 9p post) 

The Celts by Nora Chadwick 95p (plus 14p post) 

Godsend Myths of Northern Europe by H. R. Ellis Davidson 80p (plus 11ppost) 
The Penguin Book of English Folk Song edited by Ralph Vaughan Williams 


and A. L. Lloyd 
Roman Britain by I. A. Richmond 
Rudyard Kipling by Charles Carrington 
Rural Rides by William Cobbett 
The Vikings by Johannes Br^nsted 

ANTHROPOLOGY 

The Territorial Imperative by Robert Ardrey 


80p (plus 11p post) 
90p (plus 14p post) 
60p (plus 23p post) 
90p (plus 15p post) 
95p (plus 17p post) 

90p (plus 20p post) 


INTERNATIONAL FINANCE 

Jimmy Carter/Jimmy Carter by Gary Allen 

Kissinger by Gary Allen 

The Naked Capitalist by Cleon Skousen 

The New Unhappy Lords by A. K. Chesterton 

None Dare Call It Conspiracy by Gary Allen 

The Rockefeller File by Gary Allen 

The Struggle for World Power by George Knupffer 

This Worldwide Conspiracy by Ivor Benson 


65p (plus 14p post) 
85p (plus 9p post) 
£1 (plus 20p post) 
£1.60 (plus 20p post) 
50p (plus 9p post) 
£1.50 (plus Up post) 
£1.50 (plus 20p post) 
60p (plus 11p post) 


COMMUNISM 

The Great Terror by Robert Conquest 
National Suicide by Antony Sutton 
The Red Pattern of World Conquest by Eric Butler 
World Revolution by Nesta Webster 


90p (plus 29p post) 
£1.90 (plus 29p post) 
50p (plus 11p post) 
£3 (plus 26p post) 


ECONOMICS 

The Economics of War and Peace by A. M. Wade 
Homes — A Casualty of Inflation by A. M. Wade 
The Scandal of the Housing Question by A. M. Wade 


lOp (plus 7p post) 
20p (plus 7p post) 
5p (plus 7p post) 


MODERN FICTION 

Animal Farm by George Orwell 
Lord of the Rings by J. R. R. Tolkien 
Nineteen Eighty-Four by George Orwell 


50p (plus 9p post) 
£3.95 (plus 55p post) 
60p (plus 14p post) 


Cheques/postal orders to "Raven Books", 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, 
Surrey, CRO 2QF. Please remember to allow for postage and packing which 
is shown in brackets after the price of each book. 


BECOME A 


Britain First 

SUPPORTER! 


NEARLY 1,000 members 
attended the National Party’s 
first Remembrance Day March 
which was held in London on 
Remembrance Sunday, the 
14th of November 1976. 

The parade was led by an 
impressive colour party of Union 
Jacks and was accompanied by the 
Rose and Thistle Pipe Band and the 
Portsmouth Orange Accordian 
Band which both donated their 
services free of charge. 

A short non-denominational 
service was conducted by the Rev. 
R. S. Revill at the Cenotaph in 
Whitehall. A lone piper played a 
lament, wreaths were laid, a bugler 
sounded the last post as the colour 
party lowered their flags, two 
minutes silence was observed, and a 
bugler then sounded reveille. 

This ceremony was followed by 
an indoor public meeting at a 
nearby theatre at which over 
£1,000 was collected for Party 
funds. 

One NP member summed up the 
day’s activity: “We remember 
Britons betrayed: we fight for 
Britain reborn!” 


NF man joins NP 

NEIL PARNELL, former National 
Front Industrial Organiser, has now 
joined the National Party. Neil was 
convinced that the NF was not 
serious about building a British 
Nationalist base in the Trade 
Unions, and was impressed by the 
professional and determined atti¬ 
tude of the NP. 

NEW BOOKS 


Jimmy Carter j Jimmy Carter by 
Gary Allen. (For details of cost see 
RAVEN BOOKS advert elsewhere 
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restoration of such penalties. 

4) In a World dominated by military, as well as economic and 
ideological struggle, Britain must rearm both militarily and psycho¬ 
logically. We must have defence forces under British control capable 
of deterring any attack from any quarter, while the personnel and 
institutions of our armed forces must be restored to the high level of 
prestige fitting to the defenders of our Nation. We accept the need 
to enter into alliance with other Nations for our mutual defence 
whilst demanding that we retain our sovereignty in such alliances. 

5) Individual initiative and the free market economy must be 
encouraged where they are the most efficient form of production. 
Private monopoly against the national interest must be prevented by 
public control of banking, finance, natural resources and foreign 
trade. 

6) There must be a stable economy free from inflation and 
unemployment by the introduction of a commodity-based money 
supply, whereby all credit is created by the State, is directly related 
to the real production of goods and services, and is spent — not lent 
— into circulation, debt and interest free. 

7) Industry must serve the community. We must root out the 
financial speculators. Communist disrupters and other social para¬ 
sites. We must stop the wrangling in industry by the introduction of 
profit sharing and workers’ co-partnership in the direction of industry, 
which will eliminate wasteful and unnecessary disputes. 

8) Recognising the efficiency of the British farmer the National 
Party will take every step to encourage efforts to create self-sufficiency 
in food production. 

9) The present electoral system should be replaced by a system 
of proportional representation ensuring that the spread of opinion in 
the House of Commons reflects the spread of opinion in the Nation 
more accurately than at present. 

10) Recognising that the British Nation has a common Anglo- 
Celtic cultural heritage and a collective interest, the National Party 
opposes any devolution of power to England, Scotland or Wales, 
which could lead to the breakup of the United Kingdom. The National 
Party will encourage local folk culture, customs and traditions, and 
will end the economic neglect of the regions, giving greater local 
control through devolution on a county or regional basis. 

11) Northern Ireland must stay British. Firm action must be 
taken to eliminate the Irish Republican Army and its bases of 
support. A democratically elected local parliament with majority 
rule and full control over internal security matters must be re¬ 
established. This is the only safeguard for the loyal British majority 
in the province given the weak and spineless behaviour of the 
Westminster politicians in the face of mounting terrorism. There 
must also be greater representation in the United Kingdom Parliament 
in proportion to the number of people who live in Northern Ireland. 

12) The National Party accepts the principle that the State 
must ensure the provision of a basic standard of welfare, health and 
social security for all those who genuinely require it. 

13) To ensure that all British people in housing need are able 
to acquire a home of their own, house building and renovation will 
be vigorously encouraged. 

14) Whilst accepting the need for the State to provide for 
equality of opportunity in education, the National Party supports 
the right of individuals to choose the form of education they prefer 
for their children, although basic minimum standards must be 
ensured. 

15) The National Party will ensure the retention of all that is 
best in Britain, and will protect our heritage, ancient monuments, 
ecoloKV. and seas and shores from destruction. 





















iMone Dare Call It Conspiracy by Gary Allen 
The Rockefeller File by Gary Allen 
The Struggle for World Power by George Knupffer 
This Worldwide Conspiracy by Ivor Benson 

COMMUNISM 

The Great Terror by Robert Conquest 
National Suicide by Antony Sutton 
The Red Pattern of World Conquest by Eric Butler 
World Revolution by Nesta Webster 

ECONOMICS 

The Economics of War and Peace by A. M. Wade 
Homes — A Casualty of Inflation by A. M. Wade 
The Scandal of the Housing Question by A. M. Wade 

MODERN FICTION 

Animal Farm by George Orwell 
Lord of the Rings by J. R. R. Tolkien 
Nineteen Eighty-Four by George Orwell 


bOp (plus 9p post) 
£1.50 (plus 11p post) 
£1.50 (plus 20p post) 
60p (plus lip post) 


90p (plus 29p post) 
£1.90 (plus 29p post) 
50p (plus lip post) 
£3 (plus 26p post) 

lOp (plus 7p post) 
20p (plus 7p post) 
5p (plus 7p post) 


50p (plus 9p post) 
£3.95 (plus 55p post) 
60p (plus 14p post) 


Cheques/postal orders to "Raven Books", 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, 
Surrey, CRO 20F. Please remember to allow for postage and packing which 
is shown in brackets after the price of each book. 


BECOME A 

Britain First 

SUPPORTER! 


WE need a regular flow of dona¬ 
tions over and above the revenue 
from sales, so we are inviting peo¬ 
ple to become BRITAIN FIRST 
SUPPORTERS. 

You will be sent an official 
supporter's card. Choose an 
amount you can afford and send it 
in each month with your card, 
which we will receipt and return 
to you. 

Over this last month we 
received £1 from E. J. T. Curry; 
£1 from A. J. Baczkowski; 99p 
from Mrs. R. Wisbey; £1 from 


V. Connett; £3 from S. A. Butt; 
£1 from Mitch Allan; £3 from 
P. R. Briggs; £6 from F. R. 
Adams; £5 from Chingford 
Branch of the National Party; 
50p from Mrs. Ada Hughes; £5 
from I. F. Brady, New Zealand; 
£1 anon.; £6.70 from E. C. 
Thomas; £1 from Paul Kingsley; 
£1.15 from Russell Webb; 50p 
from G. E. Penning; £2.50 from 
L. Rickard; £2 from Terry 
Morgan and £2 from G. Peaks. 
We also received £10 from Bank 
Standing Orders making £54.34 
in all. 


I enclose a donation of . towards tne Britain hirst 

Fighting Fund. Please enrol me as an official BRITAIN FIRST 
SUPPORTER and send me a supporter's card. 

Name. 


Address 


Please make out cheques/postal orders to 'Britain F/>sf'and send to 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 20F. 
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an indoor public meeting at a 
nearby theatre at which over 
£1,000 was collected for Party 
funds. 

One NP member summed up the 
day’s activity: “We remember 
Britons betrayed: we fight for 
Britain reborn!” 


NF man joins NP 

NEIL PARNELL, former National 
Front Industrial Organiser, has now 
joined the National Party. Neil was 
convinced that the NF was not 
serious about building a British 
Nationalist base in the Trade 
Unions, and was impressed by the 
professional and determined atti¬ 
tude of the NP. 

NEW BOOKS 


Jimmy CarterjJimmy Carter by 
Gary Allen. (For details of cost see 
RAVEN BOOKS advert elsewhere 
in this issue). 


THIS topical new book by the 
highly prolific Gary Allen exposes 
Jimmy Carter as an unprincipled 
lying conman totally under the 
control of international financial 
interests. 


BUY 

BRITAIN FIRST 

Britain First retails at lOp from 
your local seller. Would bulk pur 
chasers please order only in the quan¬ 
tities below, or in multiples of 50. 
Cash must be sent with all orders. 

10 copies £1.00+23p post (lOp ea) 

25 copies £2.50-t-55p post (lOp ea) 

50 copies £4.50-»-70p post (9p ea) 

100 copies £8 00+£1 .(X) post (8p ea) 
150 .. £11.25-^£1.10 post (7y?p ea) 
200 .. £14.00+£1.30post (7pea) 
300 ,, £19.50-»-£1.60 post (6V2P ea) 
400 .. £24.00+£2.60 post (6p ea) 
500 ,. £27.50+£3.60 post (5y2p ea) 
1000 .. £50.00'»^£6.50 post (5pea) 
2000 „ £60.00-i-£13 post (3p ea) 

Cheques/postal orders to Britain 
First, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, 
Surrey, CRO 2QF. 


opposes any devolution of power to England, Scotland or Wales, 
which could lead to the breakup of the United Kingdom. The National 
Party will encourage local folk culture, customs and traditions, and 
will end the economic neglect of the regions, giving greater local 
control through devolution on a county or region^ basis. 

11) Northern Ireland must stay British. Firm action must be 
taken to eliminate the Irish Republican Army and its bases of 
support. A democratically electee! local parliament with majority 
rule and full control over internal security matters must be re¬ 
established. This is the only safeguard for the loyal British majority 
in the province given the weak and spineless behaviour of the 
Westminster politicians in the face of mounting terrorism. There 
must also be greater representation in the United Kingdom Parliament 
in proportion to the number of people who live in Northern Ireland. 

12) The National Party accepts the principle that the State 
must ensure the provision of a basic standard of welfare, health and 
social security for all those who genuinely require it. 

13) To ensure that all British people in housing need are able 
to acquire a home of their own, house building and renovation will 
be vigorously encouraged. 

14) Whilst accepting the need for the State to provide for 
equality of opportunity in education, the National Party supports 
the right of individuals to choose the form of education they prefer 
for their children, although basic minimum standards must be 
ensured. 

15) The National Party will ensure the retention of all that is 
best in Britain, and will protect our heritage, ancient monuments, 
ecology, and seas and shores from destruction. 

16) Britain should accept the principle of national self- 
determination for all distinct ethnic groups throughout the world, 
and should for this reason support the White communities in Rhodesia 
and South Africa in their attempts to organise separate development 
of the races. 

17) British Foreign Policy should be guided by a desire to 
encourage friendship with all Nations but we must always be pre¬ 
pared to defend British interests and our loyal allies against any 
hostile acts from foreign powers. 


Find out more! 

Please send me more information about the National Party. I enclose 
2 X 8y2p stamps. 

Name .. 


Address 


Send this coupon to the National Party, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, 
Surrey, CRO 2QF. 


Printed, published and distributed by Britain First Press, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF 
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rial miscegenation threatens to destroy our unique national 
racter. 


ional character of their 
1 . 

•or nearly a thousand years, 
il modern times, there has 
n no large scale population 
ux into the British Isles. At 
time of the Norman Con¬ 
st the population of this 
intry numbered only about 
: million people. If one 
rulates back through two 
ents, four grandparents. 
It great-grandparents and 
)n, the number of ancestors 
t one might have had 
und the time of the Norman 
iquest runs into an im- 
sible figure if one ignores 
enormous amount of inter- 
rriage that has obviously 
en place. 

Jearing in mind later catas¬ 


trophes such as the Black Death 
in the Middle Ages which 
severely reduced the popu¬ 
lation from which we are 
descended, it is obvious that 
the British today are the 
product of great and fortunate 
inbreeding and natural selec¬ 
tion, producing a unique and 
homogeneous ethnic distil¬ 
lation. 

The British Nation is not 
just a community but a family. 
It has a history of achieve¬ 
ment second to none. Our 
inherent national and racial 
character is our greatest asset 
for the future and must be 
protected from mixing with 
alien groups if our society and 
civilisation is not to regress 
into a backward morass. 
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RAMPANT 


SOON TO BE RELEASED 

Imperiol & HARE Films Presents 



introducing 

LISA BAER • DUKE JOHNSON 

SHORTY ROBERTS • STITCH UMBAS 
COKE CHAIN • BLACK ORCHID 

Directed By The HARE • Director of Cinemotogrophy R. LEONARD HUGHES A.S.P. 
Screenplay By P. JAMES WRITE • Music Recorded at JAM OAKS STUDIOS 
Produced By Imperial Films ft HARE Films RATED XXX EASTMAN COLOR 

DONT MISS THIS ONE! 


ABOVE: film poster sent in by a 
subscriber in the United States. It 
glories in degrading criminal attacks 
on White people. 

RIGHT: A so-called ‘Fight Racism’ 
badge issued by Tariq Ali’s Inter¬ 
national Marxist Group. 

These two items give graphic 
illustration to the aggressive 
‘Minority Racism’ that underlies 
the attacks being made on White 
society in both America and Britain. 

































































